Introduction
'Agents of Change' , while a flattering moniker for most individuals, carries with it a set of challenges and responsibilities that acted as catalysts over the course of this journal's inaugural Cambridge conference. This article aims to digest and evaluate some of the ideas that emerged over the course of the two days while also, hopefully, adding to the debate on agency.
1 While beginning this paper with effusive compliments may appear clichéd, this conference unfolded in the best tradition of academic fora, generous in disagreement and debate, while rigorous in critique. As such, the organising committee in bringing together an excellent cohort of speakers and audience alike ensured everyone left Cambridge more enlightened than they arrived, and are owed due recognition. It was an honour to be asked to conclude the conference, albeit as the programme proceeded, the task of closing became ever more daunting. This intimidation emerged not only from the high quality of the discussion, but also the character in which it was conducted. Thus, this article reticently attempts to bring some of the character of that conference to this special edition of the journal.
Questioning one of international law's shibboleths, the identification of the actors taking part in the international legal order, the conference facilitated debates upon some of international legal academia's fundamental characteristics. The evolution of the individual within international law, the current controversies and standing of individuals and, with perhaps some trepidation, accounts of potential developmental avenues, required the conference to cover a broad swathe of international law while keeping to its core premise. The conference's thematic considerations underlined much of the discussion around which the individual as agent served as fulcrum. This piece discusses the theme of the individual as an agent of change in the context of the papers delivered over the course of the two days, while also seeking to add to these debates by considering the wider role of the academic. More specifically, this article considers academic outputs or 'the teachings of the most highly qualified publicists of the various nations' as subsidiary sources of law and, as such, academics as developers and participators in international law. This piece particularly emphasises the role of conferences and considers whether there is a responsibility upon academia to consider the barriers to participation within the academic system and attempt their dismantlement. 2 This paper focuses on two aspects of the legal academic conference. First, the role of individual academic as a conference participant and, second, the individual academic's involvement in the wider international legal order. This focus on academics is not as the atomised office-dweller, thinking profound thoughts on her own, but rather as a conference participant and basic unit of any worthwhile academic event and debate; Bourdieu's homo academicus. 3 The theme of this conference, the individual as an agent of change, provides a rare opportunity to consider the role of the academic as an individual participant within international law and academia and to question the role, relevance and the broader framework within which international legal conferences operate.
Academic conferences possess mercurial characters and often proceed in three modes. 4 First, the narrow subset of 'like-minded' individuals, second the broad range of perspectives brought together on a common theme that largely ignore each other's arguments and third, the broad range of perspectives on a common theme who directly engage with critiques and arguments. At times, orchestrating any of these three conference forms may be a Sisyphean task.
The first 'like-minded' conference remains the easiest to orchestrate while the latter two can, at times, be a matter of luck, potentially revealing the status of academic debate within a discipline or sub-genre. When the third form or 'engagement' conference materialises, outcomes such as pushing a discipline further, formulating a new branch of scholarship, or re-invigorating a sidelined debate can emerge. The value of 'engagement' conferences becomes evident when academic interaction including debating, arguing, struggling to establish concepts and deconstructing ideas while simultaneously endeavouring to convince each other of their own perspective's veracity, occurs. It is in these moments that conferences come closest to embodying a spirit of debate that underpin the possibilities of being agents of change, a point of particular import within international law.
On the first morning of the Cambridge event, the 'engagement' conference was idealised in the first exchange of opposing perspectives by two of the keynote speakers. Leading by example, Professor Crawford and Judge Cançado Trindade exchanged ideas in an open and co-operative manner which, while they evidently thoroughly disagreed with each other, was conducted in an ideal academic fashion. In setting opposing perspectives of the individual within international law and directly contradicting each other but doing so with humour, humility and mutual respect, Crawford and Cançado Trindade set the tone of not only the Cambridge conference, but arguably presented a model for academic debate. Their discussion was both strident in view and passionate in belief, but not without a willingness to engage in dialogue. Naturally, all this reads rather Socratic in tone, and while not presenting the two keynote speakers in togas, it does recall questions regarding the value and worth of academic conferences. Naturally, there are the cynical, career-minded attendance requirements, but even when this is acknowledged, the wider purpose of the academic conference should be considered. The success of the inaugural conference of this journal presents an ideal opportunity to consider this question in the context of the concluding remarks of both this special edition of the journal and of the conference itself.
This paper begins with a discussion of the theme of the conference, 'Agents of Change: The Individual as a Participant in the Legal Process' and its impact upon the academic as an individual engaged with international legal order.
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The article then moves on to consider the value of the academic conference as an embodiment of an academic ideal and follows this by a consideration of 'meetings' and what impact it can have upon academic work, while also taking 278
Aoife O'Donoghue a more critical consideration of some of the issues which surround the current conference landscape within international law. Finally, this paper considers the outcome of the conference itself and the legacy it has in the publications in this journal.
The aim of this paper is to consider the academic as an example of the agent of change at the core of this conference. In taking the opportunity to consider the role of the conference itself and the importance of the interaction between and among academics, it hopes to take the occasion to reflect upon how conferences can be a vehicle towards academics becoming agents of change within international law. Naturally, some of the points considered herein could apply to a much broader conference conglomeration than international lawyers, or indeed legal academia. Nonetheless, the international legal conference is the form which the author has experience of, and given the importance of an academic to international law itself in the guise of Article 38(1) of the ICJ Statute and the potential role of conferences as an avenue for the academic as agents of change, this will be the focus herein.
6 It is to the credit of the organisers that the aims and theme of the conference were such that these important considerations came to the fore and this paper attempts only to bring some flavour of these discussions to those unable to attend the event.
Theme of the conference and the academic
The theme of the conference 'Agents of Change: The Individual as a Participant in the Legal Process' immediately presented an issue ripe for debate. 7 The individual has long been a point of debate and its contemporary character as participant, as suggested by the title of the conference, rests upon international law's historical development. 8 This long development coupled with the high number of papers from a broad array of perspectives presented over the two days indicates the individual's importance across international law. The prescience of this theme becomes apparent upon any search of recent articles and monographs, some of whose authors were present in Cambridge. 9 Before beginning such an analysis, a few definitional delineations are necessary. First, in the course of this piece, 'conference' , other than direct references to the Cambridge conference (the subject of this special issue), is used as an umbrella term for inter alia, conferences, workshops, symposia, colloquia and roundtables. Using 'conference' as a general term does not imply that these sub-categorisations are valueless, but rather this article uses 'conference' to mean any event where a group of academics or, academics and other stakeholders, come together to discuss an issue with a broad intellectual intent. Further, the use of 'academic' is intended to refer to all those engaged, through the higher education system, in research and teaching. This definition of academic enables a broad interpretation aiming for inclusivity in identifying the actors engaged in conferences. 10 The academic conference, with the Cambridge event at the forefront, stands as the pivot upon which the role of the academic as an agent of change within international law is discussed.
While the theme of the conference points toward the importance of the issue, it also highlighted the key role of the individual academic in debate and development of international law itself. Indeed, Michael Peil's paper on his empirical work entitled, 'Most Highly Qualified Publicists: Who Are They And How Are They Used?' underlined the importance of the academic in the sense of a subsidiary source of international law, but arguably the conference highlighted a much wider understanding of the individual and, by implication, the academic in international law. 11 This point is developed later, however, it is important to highlight the role played by academics in developing legal norms. Within international law, the ICJ Statute coupled with subsequent use by the Court of academic writings makes this evident, although such use of academic work is by no means confined to international law. 12 In considering the role of individuals within international law, the individual scholar as part of the international legal order is embedded in its narrative.
Evidence of the breadth of academic debate at the conference was marked by the number of institutions and organisations invoked by different speakers over the course of the two days. A sample of juridical bodies called upon, including domestic courts' use of international law, proved the theme's expansive nature. The ICJ, the ICC, the ICTY, the ICTR, the Special Courts for Lebanon and Sierra Leone, the new African Human Rights Court, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, the European Court of Human Rights, the numerous arbitrational tribunals such as ICSID and the Permanent Court of Arbitration underscored first, the range of expertise at the conference and second, brought to bear a reccurring theme: the individuals who stand in the spheres of these courts and the academics who stand as ever present critics of their operation.
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Key to these discussions were both the notions of accountability and responsibility. These included the accountability and responsibilities of the actors engaged by these courts and tribunals such as judges, prosecutors and arbitrators, but also the rights and obligations of the individuals who use these institutions and organisations as applicants or prosecutees. Thus, instead of a prosaic discussion of these organisations as hermetically sealed establishments, rather the 'veil' was lifted and questions asked about what we should expect from the individuals within these institutions. These discussions also highlighted the potential role of the academic in examining these organisations. Such scholarly analysis of organisations holds academics, in an unsystematic and unregulated fashion, as a form of academic Greek chorus opining on the legitimacy and accountability of their operation. apparent, the importance of such a role for academics becomes essential and emphasises the need to consider how the academic contributes, as perhaps an agent of change, within international law. 15 Besides the various judicial and arbitral bodies, the institutional structures that accompany and support these institutions, most particularly, the UN, the ICC and the ICJ, were also among the contributions. These papers brought to the fore the need to consider how individuals within these organisations affect those who use, rely (in some cases entirely) and are subject to these organisations. Whether and how we regard these organisations as bound by international law (particularly human rights and international criminal law), how these institutions react to the individual and their internal response as individuals emerged repeatedly as a theme amongst papers given by panellists. 16 Particularly emblematic of this debate was Dan Saxon's keynote paper on the need to consider the live experiences within these institutional structures, particularly how the individuals within organisations react to unfolding events. 17 Using the current situation in Syria, Saxon highlighted both the need to see the impact of the individual within the law, but also the role of the academic in these scenarios. Most particularly, Saxon highlighted the requirement to deal with active issues, when the academic theorising must lead to an answer for individuals both inside and outside of Syria. Further, the paper emphasised the real consequences of decisions made with immediacy and the responsibility that individuals charged with making legal judgments in both the judicial and non-judicial international arena possess. Saxon's discussion was well linked to Philippe Sands' keynote paper the following day on Lemkin and Lauterpacht, reminding the conference of both the limits of academic power, but also the responsibility of what we say, what we write and our limits as individuals within international legal world.
Over the course of the two days, the variety of institutions referenced was matched only with the multiplicity of names invoked across the conference. international academic and legal order remains steadfast, an accomplishment which most academics probably aspire towards but few actually achieve. From Vitoria to Dworkin, from Suárez to Hart, from Gentili to Lauterpacht and from Oppenheim to a very illuminating reference to Schwarzenberger during the after-dinner speech, each name-check illustrated the variety of academic heritage available to those concerned with the abstract individual. 18 This heritage was continuously summoned, be that in the context of, inter alia, the judge, the prosecutor, the defence attorney, the soldier, the head of state who we wish to hold account, the child, the pirate, the terrorist, the juridical person of the state, the corporation, the NGO, the international organisation and perhaps too the individual academic. The impact these individual writers had upon the development of international law and the norms associated within it remains evident.
Nonetheless, recurring throughout the conference remained the question, which is often of prime consideration to the academic: where to begin analysis or where to start considerations of relevant material. Regarding the individual as an agent of change opens the possibility of starting with the nineteenth century and the sovereign consent based system which was the hallmark of the majority of academic debate over the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. This was of central import to Crawford's paper. 19 Or should one start with the seventeenth century and discuss the era in the pre-Vattellian/Bodin penumbra, when the state was not all encompassing and the individual not embodied by it? Or perhaps go further back to antiquity to show the undulation of formulations of law? 20 Alternatively, should examination begin with the creation of the UN and the establishment of what is described as the beginning of a fully fledged 'mixed actor' setting? 21 As was mentioned several times during the course of the conference, where one starts, sets one's paradigm. It would not be safe to claim that any of these four alternatives or combinations thereof was agreed among the assembled group. Nonetheless, what did appear to be established was that considering the potential for an evolutionary role for the individual 18 within international law was, at least, a possibility. An alternative avenue for debate would be to consider the question without any historical paradigm. If a person examined the individual as participant and agent of change from coming to this conference or from considering practice, how would they perceive the state of play?
22 Starting afresh as Suárez, Gentili, Vitoria and Grotius were able to an extent to do, writing minus any reliance upon academic legacy, what would that freedom result in? How would they consider the contemporary state of play? Would an ahistoric academic consider the individual to be the basic unit of international law? Would the terminology within which we frame our academic debate re-emerge or would an alternative, more appropriate jargon surface, suggesting that our use of language stifles debate?
23 When terminology has not caught up with practice, confusion as to whether individuals are actors, subjects or objects, or indeed participants, forces academics and scholarly debate into categories which do not always reflect the nuance of what is being argued, and perhaps eschews our ability to discuss the core issues, as we are pigeon-holed into types. Which leads back to the starting point: how do individual academics contribute to such questions rather than obfuscating and confusing what would potentially be clearer to the ahistoric academic?
Yet, this ahistoric scholar would not benefit from the rich academic record that fills our footnotes and commentary. O'Keefe's after-dinner speech characterised the wealth of authority that we readily reach for when trying to articulate our own claims and assertions. Does the ahistoric academic, possessing the freedom to establish an account of the law, miss out on a wealth of academic discussion which diagnosed many of the issues alluded to at the conference and, as such, miss the opportunity to engage with the spirit of academic debate which conferences give the opportunity to do? Underestimating our inherited academic treasure trove leaves academia in a cycle of re-definition that while worthwhile in a critical analysis, is perhaps less than ahistoric analysis can bring to bear. Thus, it is necessary to ensure that academic heritage is brought to the fore without swatting academic opponents with great names from the past.
Idealised academic conference and the need to engage with its spirit
The changing character of third level education within UK academia has shifted scholarship towards a professionalisation evident across law schools, which arguably has a particular effect on international legal academics. 24 'Gentlemen barristers' (and the gender connotations and effects upon the academic pool from which such dual mandate scholars were chosen that accompanies that phrase) are largely becoming absent from law schools. 25 Nonetheless, in some instances, international law bucks this trend, indeed Crawford and Sands are ample evidence of the continued role for the international practitioner which in other disciplines are becoming less a facet of the UK law school. The establishment of clear career routes, through undergraduate degree, Master's, PhD and the publication and conference circuit has shifted the trajectory of the average academic career.
Recently, Bill Bowring, focusing upon the development of a more critical approach to international law, lamented the lack of interaction between legal practice and academia.
26 While some evidence of interaction was clear at the conference in the shape of Crawford, Sands and Saxon, Bowring's commentary remains salient in a variety of areas within international law, particularly its practice before domestic courts. Bowring's broader point, the narrow character of critical commentary within international law, has much merit and has a bearing on the field of attendees of academic conferences. The increasing cost of a basic legal education combined with the lack of a dual mandate of practice and academia has the potential to further narrow the participants at conferences. Arguably, the support necessary to build and maintain such dual mandate careers limits the potential pool of such scholars, particularly when international legal practice, beyond domestic courts, remains restricted to a relatively small group. Potentially, the contraction of academic career paths within international law takes away from the conference as a fruitful and important avenue of academic engagement and learning, and enables its career-orientated justifications to take centre stage. Thus, the importance of engaging and inviting non-academic lawyers to such events, as Bowring points out, becomes essential. Nonetheless, while there is not a shortage of conferences to attend, the reasons for holding such conferences, beyond professional advancement, or indeed in the era of UK REF readiness, contribution to 'environment' , needs to be brought to the foreground when both undertaking to give a paper or organising a conference structure.
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Arguably, academic conferences should have a number of aims. First, to ensure academics actually meet. This point will be returned to again, but this perhaps is the most critical reason and the one which the other aims stem from. 28 Further objectives include the furtherance of knowledge through international legal 'academic rhetoric'; to advance knowledge of a particular specialisation; and to contribute to the update of information on an area which, in our myopic academic concerns, may otherwise have passed unnoticed.
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Good conferences should also expose us to perspectives on areas which we normally would not be drawn towards. Finally, a conference should give the opportunity to argue, discuss and fundamentally disagree with each other in an environment designed to further academic engagement.
As already mentioned, conferences can be categorised into three groups: the narrow subset of 'like-minded' individuals; the broad range of perspectives brought together on a common theme but who largely ignore each other's arguments; and the third, the broad range of perspectives on a common theme that directly engage with critiques and arguments. The Cambridge conference offered the best of the third category. While, generally speaking, most participants were international academic lawyers, the range of specialisations and perspectives was impressive. This was particularly evident on the second day, with a range of panels and discussions taking place around the central theme of the conference.
The maintenance of coherence among the panels on the second day was a credit to the hosts, but also shone a light on the underlying purpose of hosting conferences. While all academics maintain a certain general expertise in their area, often this expertise can be in a minutia of law or theory. Often, with the exception of teaching responsibilities, the academic may be considered the opposite of the 'Jack of all trades' by being the master of one. In so becoming, academics often become blinkered and, unfortunately, unaware of the importance of other sub-genres even within the broad field where we place ourselves: public international law. This furtherance of knowledge and updating of information fulfils a key aim of re-invigorating academics' education and curiosity, which arguably should never end. Academic conferences that bring a wide range of voices together allow, at the very least, a casual interaction with areas that we naturally would not be drawn towards, but which inform an academic's perspective and, as such, are important to enable us to consider facts or areas of study which otherwise we would not naturally read or consider.
These papers, outside of an immediate interest, are important. While they may not instantaneously pique debate with every academic present, they do provide another important feature of conferences: arousing curiosity. Lucas Lixinski's paper on UNESCO was an excellent example of such a presentation. 30 The political implications and impact of the individual agent within UNESCO's workings and its coupled impact upon diverse areas of international law, from the use of force to sovereignty, was an area of analysis which was eloquently brought to the attention of the general international law audience. Conferences such as the Cambridge event enable the identification of areas of research, debate or simply coming across law that otherwise academics would have little or perhaps just a sketchy knowledge of, while enabling consideration of how our own research could be improved by understanding trends in these areas. The teaching implications are also manifest as such papers facilitate the use of examples from across a wider spectrum than perhaps would naturally be touched upon in the normal course of lecturing and preparation. Gleider Hernández's paper on the ICJ judiciary entitled, 'How ICJ Judges See Their Decision-Making Role' was another example of the development of this kind of knowledge. Judges as individual agents and participants may be obvious, but the underlying tenet of the paper, understanding perspectives, raised important questions central to any academic debate. The consideration of educational background raised the process of decision-making in a context that brought to the fore the importance of all elements of the individual as a participant, and offered a reflection on the role of academics in informing such decision-makers.
This 'lite' exposure to other areas in international law also extends to other perspectives. As already mentioned, both Crawford and Cançado Trindade led by example in expressing opposing views in dialogue with each other. However, they were not alone in their debate on themes and issues. Virtually every panel contained competing views on the role of the individual within international law, from a multiplicity of perspectives such as jus cogens accountability, legitimacy or as law-makers.
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These panel-led debates contribute to the expansion of knowledge in another, potentially more significant, manner by exposing academics to perspectives that they either had not previously considered (though most academics are loath to admit that there is nothing that they have not considered) or if they have already considered them, to re-evaluate the rational and reasoning behind these alternative perspectives.
Both of these, the exposure to aspects of law or ideas new or afresh, are reasons in themselves to maintain the practice of conferences, but both are predicated on the conference being of the third 'engagement' variety. This is not to suggest that conference organisers should necessarily set up a form of bread and circuses, where academics attend to watch a bloody exchange of views with personalities not only known to disagree, but who wholly have serious personality differences, leading the debate away from the academic into the personal. Indeed, attempts to do such should be shunned, though at times they are unpredicted outcomes of two contrasting personalities. Nonetheless, conferences should, as they did in this Cambridge event, unlock opportunities to present contrasting arguments to other academics and see what emerges from the mix of ideas. Discussing international law with those who agree with you over similar areas of research can be interesting, but arguably does not make for a conference which is academically worthwhile. This proposition leads directly to Sands' keynote paper on Lemkin and Lauterpacht, and the necessity, when possible, of ensuring that academics who do not agree meet to discuss their views.
'Meetings'
Sands' paper, centring on two individual academics, opened up broader questions on the role of academics as agents of change in international law.
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Focusing on Lemkin and Lauterpacht, two academics whose contribution to international law remains indisputable, Sands posed questions on the role of academics in shaping international law. Further, he incorporated queries on individuals within groups, the individuals as atomised actors and as focal points of accountability, all of which the audience eagerly engaged with. The paper opened the possibility of considering the role of academics when positioned in a particular theoretical group, how that grouping impacts upon debate and critique of work, what the categorisation should mean, as well as how much consideration should be given to the impact of categorisation upon the individual academic as an agent of change within international law. Standing alongside such questions are the accommodation and import of 'meetings' .
Rooted in the evolution of international law in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the positions of individuals within international law, a point which was key to Crawford's account of the present operation of the law, was central to Lemkin and Lauterpacht's debate on piercing the veneer of state accountability for individual action. Their debate, on individual accountability within international law, set the tone for the manner in which the individual has emerged in the past half-century as a focus of international human rights and criminal law, both of which both Lemkin and Lauterpacht were instrumental in developing. 33 Besides the importance in law of the individual as either part of a group or as entirely separate, which was at the heart of their academic divergence, the gulf between Lemkin and Lauterpacht's positions is indicative of the import of the individual academic within the development of international law. Sands' paper focused the conference on the need to grapple with the individual academic, and this journal's special edition enables the continuation of such a debate.
The key point in Sands' paper was that while they influenced each other's work, Lemkin and Lauterpacht appear to have never actually met, thus leaving an unanswerable question on what could have emerged had they been granted an opportunity to consider their opposing ideas in each other's company. Perhaps their positions would have remained unchanged, but also a personal meeting may have strengthened either's critique of their relative positions. Arguably, this holds true for any contemporary academic debate and the critical point to take from the conference for those who seek to be academic agents of change within international law is to engage with their academic opponents directly, and when possible, in person.
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Conferences enable academics to meet, to discuss, to take part in a panel, to give a keynote address, to receive an audience response, to have a personal conversation over coffee while precariously balancing a teacup, saucer, conference pack and biscuit while looking dignified, and yet engage with the other coffee-drinking academics in a open and, at times, conflicting style. It is often in meeting through introductions at conferences, or re-meeting with past acquaintances, that academics engage with those whose work they have read, relied upon, enjoyed, distrusted, become angry at, or simply perused, and allows us to engage with the person behind the article or book. Such meetings may not necessarily lead to a revelatory moment, but alongside the rationale outlined in the previous section, personal interactions can lead to better understandings of another's-and perhaps even our own-perspectives.
Of course, scholars may develop a negative view of a fellow academic at a conference and this is a risk any scholar runs when agreeing to give a paper, particularly the mounting pressure to be persuasive. Conferences enable an impression of the work of a particular scholar leading to either positive or negative prejudices. Nonetheless, such meetings de-mystify aspects of the academic process. This de-mystification holds particular relevance to those beginning their careers, particularly when certain figures who are held in reverence reveal their craft in an open and engaging manner. We are very good at, to use Sands' phrase, rarification. We build edifices. Rarification permeates any hierarchical structure. Conferences buttress elitism when keynote speakers are kept apart, at coffee or at dinner, from the attending great masses, and levels of formality become exaggerated. We thus have a responsibility to challenge our rarifications, our constructions and hopefully this conference, as all conferences should, gave those attending such an opportunity, allowing academics to engage with each other, enabling discussion and debate in a positive and constructive basis, not reliant on a veneer of edited writing.
In the concluding remarks at the conference I joked about meeting a fellow delegate, Ruvi Ziegler. 35 In meeting over a coffee, we did the classic academic conference activity of, 'you are at X, I work with Y who used to be at X do you know them?' attempting to make a connection while joking that we were partaking in stereotypical conference behaviour. While this can, at times, be part of the much derided 'networking' aspect of conference attendance, as Sands' paper recalled, this personal connection remains worthwhile. My concluding remarks may have ended with the statement that never will it be said that like Lemkin and Lauterpacht 'Ziegler and O'Donoghue never met' . While this was intended as a joke, underlying the comedy was a broader point that conferences allow us to meet and exchange ideas. The mutual respect and friendship was evidenced by Crawford and Cançado Trindade's papers. Even though it was clear that they had failed to convince each other to change their respective minds, each emphasised the importance of discussion. If individual academics can be considered agents of change, then an exchange of their propositions and theories with their peers is essential to establishing and disseminating ideas.
Barriers to participation
While deliberating upon the rationale and structures of the international legal conference, it is incumbent upon such an endeavour to also consider some of the issues related to participation in academic conferences. These issues, in many ways, reflect the structure of modern international legal academia and, in the context of the individual as a potential participant in international law, are most readily relevant to the conference. The role of the academic in international law is important and thus the ability to participate within the academic framework is manifestly linked to the potential of academics to be agents of change. Therefore considering the available points of participation is the most obvious matter to begin with when conducting a critical evaluation of conferences.
Issues relating to contributions to legal conferences include the relative openness of participation and identity, the representation of women, the presence of ethnic minority groups, barriers to disability access and the range of views represented. 36 These questions, both individually and collectively, are critical considerations that both organisers and participants should be aware of when arranging and attending academic conferences. These questions of participation are part of a much broader debate within academia, but such issues deserve continuous discussion, as equality of participation remains a persistent problem, which perhaps is at its most visible during conferences. 37 Arguably, this is a particularly important issue for international law. As previously mentioned, the academics or 'the teachings of the most highly qualified publicists of the various nations' are subsidiary sources of law. 38 This establishes an impetus among academics to consider the barriers to participation that are built-in to the academic system and attempt their dismantlement. 39 This should ensure that the most suitable and deserving individuals are brought to the fore and that diversity and equality are assured. While a variety of geography remains the only qualifier in the ICJ articles on judges, a broad reading of the article to include the implications of the meaning of 'highly qualified' in certain areas, such as, inter alia, development, human rights, self-determination and gender requires a much broader interpretation than simply holding a passport. 40 Participation in academic conferences is one method by which this can be assured, and warrants that all individuals can be participants and agents of change within international law and at least present for consideration by the ICJ as one of the most highly qualified publicists.
Both open-calls and invitation-only events are equally important in considering the role that conferences play in disseminating intellectual thought. While their comparative complications are somewhat different, the same considerations (their relative accessibility and the representation of women, ethnicities, sexual orientations, disabilities and educational backgrounds) must be borne in mind by organisers. 41 This is particularly relevant to international law, where consideration of feminist perspectives, sexuality and subaltern discussions of law are not, as yet, mainstream and the dominance of Euro-American scholarship has long been acknowledged. 42 These absences are beside the relative non-existence of discussion of disability or sexual orientation, beyond a human rights approach, within international law. 43 Gleider Hernández's paper mentioned the educational background of ICJ judges and their rather narrow pool of educational geography. 44 Thus, the emphasis on 'geographical spread' in guidelines on appointment does not necessarily equate to a variety of opinion if all the voices come from the same sub-group of legal-educational backgrounds. Such narrowness among Schachter's 'invisible college of international lawyers' incurs a responsibility to ensure that an 'old-boy' network does not strangle debate or, at the very least, restrict its parameters. 45 Bordieu's work on the demographics of French academia in the 1980s highlighted the possibility of narrowness amongst the sistren and brethren of academia. While advances have been made within international law, such issues of participation remain critical in a genre that claims to be 'universal' .
As this article was written, the author received an email detailing a law conference to be held in London, of which, among the ten speakers, there was but one woman discussing equality. All other speakers were white men. Frustration which builds from continuously being confronted by such homogeneity among panels and keynote speakers remains present, and the Cambridge organisers are to be commended that only one panel was all-male and a broad spectrum of nationalities were present both on panels and in the audience. Unfortunately, there was but one woman, besides Rumiana Yotova as editor and organiser, who addressed the conference from beyond a panel, and there were no female keynote speakers. 50 Given that it is not that long since Judge Higgins in 1995 was the first female member of the ICJ, 51 and it was not until 2002 that the International Law Commission (ILC) possessed any female members, rather large representational gaps remain within international law.
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Several recent high-profile appointments such as Nkosazana Dlamini Zuma as Chair of the African Union, Christine Lagarde as Managing Director of the IMF and Fatou Bensouda as Chief Prosecutor at the ICC suggest progress regarding women's participation in international law. Nonetheless, as international lawyers writing with a feminist critique have continued to point out, the ever-present inequality regarding women's participation within international law and academia remains steadfast. 53 As important offices within international law are often filled from academic ranks, participation at conferences remains a critical path of development, and nurturing of new female talent to ensure that women are cemented as agents of change in a universal international law is important.
Particularly as presence in itself does not necessarily lead to an appreciation or active participation a quota system, ensuring every panel possesses a correct mix at each academic conference is not at the forefront of suggested proposals herein. 54 Nonetheless, this paper suggests that the customary response that there are simply no available individuals in an area of debate is insufficient. 55 This oft-proffered explanation-that nobody senior enough for a keynote address exists, or was available for a conference, or nobody replied to the call for papers-has become feeble. Remarkably, this lack of availability never becomes an issue for white male academics who are always available and invariably specialists in a given field. 56 Given the percentage of female to male undergraduates, it does suggest that if there are no women available with seniority or experience, there are other accompanying issues, including, perhaps, a lack of female role models showcased at conferences. 57 The absence of an ethnically diverse academy which leads to the same rationale being proffered also stems from similar problems within academia itself.
Possible remedies to move away from homogeneity include the spreading of calls for papers more widely and targeting the calls by sending them to individuals, law schools, groups or organisations which possess a more ethnically and gender diverse faculty. Panels could also be put together that remain coherent, but also representative of those affected by international law. Another solution includes the embracing of communication technology. Advancements, particularly over the past decade, lends powerful support to the use of various electronic media to engage with academics who cannot attend a particular event in person, due to geographical, situational, caring, political or disability access. In places, the natural geographic and, importantly, economic, hindrances upon academic debate and participation can be ameliorated in ways which could not be envisaged even a decade ago. That being said, the importance of academics engaging in person should not be underestimated, but where a broader range of perspectives can be brought together through the use of technology, such opportunities should not be ignored.
Organisers maintain a full command of structure and participation at invitation-only events, thus engaging a responsibility to ensure wide participation among their speakers and audiences. These closed events posses the possibility to be academically dynamic, but also in having a small breadth of contribution, risk furthering narrowness within academia. Yet perhaps the greatest responsibility lies with the selection of keynote speakers for both open and invitation conferences. Ensuring, particularly when there are a number of individuals giving addresses, that they are not homogenous, should be an imperative organisational issue. Without such efforts, it is doubtful that the 'engagement' conference can ever fully take place, and what will be left is a group talking amongst themselves, excluding a wider academic audience from becoming agents of change, engaging in the spirit of debate which the Cambridge conference, in many ways, exemplified.
Conclusion
International legal academia, perhaps more than any other area of scholastic legal study, engages directly with the practice and development of law. Academics contribute through parallel practice, positions on courts and tribunals, advisory boards, contributions to reports and inquiries amongst other roles, to the system of international law. Importantly, however, academics also participate within international law as contributors to law in their capacity as scholars. The acknowledgement of their place within the ICJ Statute epitomises the importance of the individual academic as a potential agent of change and as a participant within the international legal system.
The implications and impact of individuals as agents and participants was at the heart of the Cambridge conference, and brought to the fore the importance of keeping the role of the individual in mind when considering international law's development and operation. While there may not necessarily have been agreement on the individual as actor, subject or object of international law, there was recognition that international law is developing away from its several-century existence as a state-bound system.
The Cambridge conference enabled a number of dialectical exchanges, such as those between Crawford and Cançado Trindade, echoing Sands' consideration of Lemkin and Lauterpacht, and re-emphasised the importance of non-state interactions, which arguably only conferences can command. While an academic's written pieces stand as testament to her work, conferences enable a lively and engaged dialogue that moves an argument in an active, though perhaps not always progressive, fashion. Nonetheless, as this article has emphasised, this vigorous character can only be achieved if both organisers and participants are serious in their attempts to ensure participation is open, taking active steps to guarantee that academics engage in an open and positive fashion, and further take the opportunity to 'meet' in a constructive fashion within the academic collective. This may require positive steps to be taken by organisers to ensure this occurs, but such steps would be worthwhile.
